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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to the amendment filed on June 12, 2006. Claims 1 , 7, 
10, 18, and 26 were amended. Claims 1-26 are pending. 



Response to Amendment 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Thompson et aL, U.S. Patent No. 6,484,01 1 , further in view of Brooks et al., U.S. Patent 
No. 7,069,573. 

Thompson teaches the invention substantially as claimed including an 
annunciator display device which is always on and which can wirelessly receive 
information to be display (see abstract). 

As to claim 1, Thompson teaches a method utilizing for a handheld device 
associated with a viewing device operable to receive a broadcast, comprising: 

receiving by the handheld device a content catalog, said catalog varying based at 
least in part on the broadcast and identifying interactive content associated with the 
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broadcast provided by a content provider (col. 1, lines 19-22, col. 3, lines 14-25, col. 6, 
lines 10-17, Thompson discloses a wireless display device receiving a content catalog 
by means of a broadcast, with some content being interactive); 

selecting by the handheld device content in the content catalog (col. 6, lines 10- 
17, Thompson discloses pressing an arrow key on the device to choose content). 

Thompson fails to teach the limitation further including content in a first data 
format incompatible with the handheld device, identifying content selection to a 
formatting agent, and receiving said selected content from the formatting agent in a 
second data format compatible with the handheld device. 

However, Brooks teaches a personal broadcasting and viewing method of audio 
and video data using a wide area network (see abstract). Brooks teaches the use a 
device receiving data in only one format and determining a processing program for the 
selected format and converting that data to the proper format (col. 2, line 57 - col. 3, 
line 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Thompson in view of Brooks to have content in a first data format 
incompatible with the handheld device, identify content selection to a formatting agent, 
and receive said selected content from the formatting agent in a second data format 
compatible with the handheld device. One would be motivated to do so because it 
allows the user to view all of the available content on their device. 
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Regarding claim 2, Thompson and Brooks teach the method of claim 1 , wherein 
the handheld device comprises a wireless coupling to the formatting agent (col. 3, lines 
1-5, Brooks discloses a mobile client device wirelessly connected to the web server 
which does the converting). 

Regarding claim 3, Thompson and Brooks teach the method of claim 1 , wherein 
the content catalog content corresponding at least in part to broadcasts available for 
receipt by the viewing device (col. 1, lines 19-22, col. 3, lines 14-25, Thompson). 

Regarding claim 4, Thompson and Brooks teach the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising: 

broadcasting the broadcast to the viewing device over a communication channel; 

determining broadcast-related data for the broadcast; and 

making said broadcast-related data available to a content initiator so that the 

content initiator associates said broadcast related data with the content catalog (col. 1, 

lines 19-22, col. 3, lines 14-25, Thompson). 

Regarding claim 5, Thompson and Brooks teach the method of claim 4, further 
comprising: 

providing, by a broadcaster, said broadcast-related data to a content provider so 
that the content provider makes said broadcast-related data available to the content 
initiator (col. 1, lines 19-22, col. 3, lines 14-25, Thompson). 
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Regarding claim 6, Thompson and Brooks teach the method of claim 1 , wherein 
the first data format is incompatible with the handheld device, the method further 
comprising: 

retrieving said selected content from the content provider (col. 3, lines 14-25, 
Thompson); 

converting by the formatting agent of the first data format into the second data 
format (col. 2, line 57 - col. 3, line 5); 

Regarding claim 8, Thompson teaches a method for a handheld device to 
facilitate interaction with a viewing device receiving a broadcast, comprising: 

indicating with the handheld device interest in obtaining a content catalog having 
a portion identifying interactive content associated wit the broadcast (col. 1, lines 19-22, 
col. 3, lines 14-25, col. 6, lines 10-17); 

receiving the content (col. 3, lines 14-25); 

selecting content in the content catalog (col. 6, lines 10-17); 

Thompson fails to teach the limitation further including content in a first data 
format incompatible with the handheld device, identifying content selection to a 
formatting agent, receiving said selected content from the formatting agent in a second 
data format compatible with the handheld device; wherein said converting to the second 
data format comprises: determining characteristics of the handheld device, identifying a 
portion of said selected content that is incompatible with the handheld device, and 
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wherein said receiving said selected content from in the second data format includes 
converting said incompatible portion into a compatible portion based on said determined 
characteristics. 

However, Brooks teaches the use a device receiving data in only one format and 
determining a processing program for the selected format and converting that data to 
the proper format (col. 2, line 57 - col. 3, line 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Thompson in view of Brooks to have content in a first data format 
incompatible with the handheld device, identify content selection to a formatting agent, 
receive said selected content from the formatting agent in a second data format 
compatible with the handheld device; wherein said converting to the second data format 
comprises: determine characteristics of the handheld device, identify a portion of said 
selected content that is incompatible with the handheld device, and wherein said 
receiving said selected content from in the second data format includes converting said 
incompatible portion into a compatible portion based on said determined characteristics. 
One would be motivated to do so because it allows the user to view all of the available 
content on their device. 

Regarding claim 9, Thompson and Brooks teach the method of claim 8, wherein 
said incompatible portion comprises an Internet communication protocol (col. 2, line 57 
- col. 3, line 5, Brooks). 



Application/Control Number: 09/746,684 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2157 

Regarding claim 10, Thompson and Brooks teach the method of claim 1 , wherein 
the content catalog comprises one or more of: links to content provider content, and 
embedded content provider content (col. 3, lines 14-25, col. 6, lines 10-17, Thompson). 

Regarding claim 19, Thompson and Brooks teach the system of claim 18, 
wherein the first data format is the same as the second format (col. 2, lines 57-67, 
Brooks discloses that some mobile devices are able to receive a plurality of formats). 

Regarding claim 20, Thompson and Brooks teach the system of claim 18, 
wherein said second instructions include further instructions for converting the first data 
format into the second data format (col. 2, line 57 - col. 3, line 5, Brooks). 

Regarding claim 21, Thompson and Brooks teach the system of claim 18, further 
comprising: 

a content provider communicatively coupled to the formatting server (); 

wherein said first instructions include further instructions, which when executed 
by the handheld device, direct the handheld device to retrieve content from the content 
provider (col. 3, lines 14-25, Thompson). 

Regarding claim 22, Thompson and Brooks teach the system of claim 21 , 
wherein said instructions include further instructions, which when executed by the 
handheld device, direct the handheld device to: 
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display the catalog on the handheld device; 

receive a selection of a catalog entry corresponding to content provided by a 
content provider; and 

retrieve said content from the content provider (col. 3, lines 14-25, Thompson). 

Regarding claim 23, Thompson and Brooks teach the method of claim 1 , wherein 
the content identified in the content catalog changes in accord with changes of material 
present in the broadcast (col. 1, lines 19-22, col. 3, lines 14-25, Thompson). 

Regarding claim 24, Thompson teaches a method for a handheld device to 
facilitate interaction with a viewing device receiving a broadcast, comprising: 

indicating with the handheld device interest in obtaining a content catalog 
containing at least one transitory selectable item associated with the broadcast (col. 1 , 
lines 19-22, col. 3, lines 14-37, Thompson discloses an interactive TV ad); 

receiving the content catalog (col. 3, lines 14-25); 

selecting content in the content catalog (col. 6, lines 10-17). 

Thompson fails to teach the limitation further including a transitory selectable 
item comprising content in a first data format that is incompatible with the handheld 
device, identifying content selection to a formatting agent, and receiving said selected 
content from the formatting agent in a second data format compatible with the handheld 
device. 
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However, Brooks teaches the use a device receiving data in only one format and 
determining a processing program for the selected format and converting that data to 
the proper format (col. 2, line 57 - col. 3 t line 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Thompson in view of Brooks to have a transitory selectable item that 
comprises content in a first data format that is incompatible with the handheld device, 
identify content selection to a formatting agent, and receive said selected content from 
the formatting agent in a second data format compatible with the handheld device. One 
would be motivated to do so because it allows the user to view all of the available 
content on their device. 

Regarding claim 25, Thompson and Brooks teach the method of claim 24, 
wherein the formatting agent is disposed within the viewing device (col. 2, line 57 - col. 
3, line 5, Brooks). 

Claims 7, 11-18, and 26 do not teach or define any new limitations above claims 
1 , 4-6, and 8 and therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-26 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on 571 -272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Patent Examiner 
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